A group of 29 college students who had been arrested or nominated as having participated in a street disturbance aimed at producing social change were interviewed. The interview schedule was highly similar to one which had been used to investigate attitudes toward violence in a random, representative sample of American men. The data collected from the arrestees are compared with data from college students in the national sample. This study shows that the arrestees are more likely to think that violence is necessary to produce social change than are college students generally, and are more likely to believe that existing social institutions are inadequate. As a group, the arrestees are more identified with white student demonstrators and black protestors than are college students generally. The arrestees are also likely to regard the police as untrustworthy, looking for trouble, and apt to dislike people like themselves. In addition to the negative attitudes toward the police held by the student arrestees, they are more likely to regard police actions as violence /and hence provocative) than are other college students. The arrestees are far more likely than other college students to cleave to humanistic values. However, most of the differences between the arrestees and other American college students could be predicted from a general model of the justification of violence, so that it appears that the student activists' beliefs differ not so much in kind from those of other Americans as they do in degree.
INTRODUCTION
Our group has been engaged in the study of attitudes toward violence since 1968. During the course of our studies, we have been particularly concerned with attitudes toward two specific types of violence, namely, violence used as a means of maintaining social control and violence used as a means of prducing social change. Our primary motive in studying attitudes toward violence has been the belief that attitudes are related to behaviors, and that consequently the measurement of attitudes would prove a useful social indicator. A crucial link in developing the measurement of attitudes toward violence as a social indicator is to establish the relationships between such attitudes and violent behaviors. These relationships are complex. It is part of the human condition for people to do things which are contrary to their beliefs, and it is also true that people sometimes fail to act in accordance with their beliefs. Nevertheless, such permutations of what might be expected are seen as deviations, and it seems reasonable to suppose that on the whole people are more likely to act in accordance with their beliefs than in opposition to them.
How violent behaviors relate to attitudes toward violence is also complicated because an element of chance is involved in the commission of violent acts. Whether or not an individual commits violence is determined at least in part by whether he has the opportunity to do so. Some environments and circumstances are more conducive to violence than others. For example, it is unlikely that a person would behave violently in a Trappist monastery, while it is quite likely that the same person would commit violence if he were a soldier in the front line of combat. It is true, of course, that people with specific attitudes toward violence may gravitate toward environments which increase or decrease the likelihood of violence. Nevertheless, chance plays a role in determining whether or not an individual participates in violence such as riots (Campbell and Schuman, 1968) . More than willingness to join is required; unless he has the wherewithal required to begin a riot de novo, the potential rioter is most likely to become a participant if a riot occurs in his immediate vicinity, or if he hears of one within commuting distance. This element of chance increases the difficulty of predicting violent behaviors from attitudes, but if attitudes are related to behaviors as we expect, those who have demonstrated their willingness to behave violently should hold attitudes congruent with their actions. Specifically, they should hold attitudes favoring violence of the type committed.
Using this line of reasoning, it was hypothesized that people who had participated in actions aimed at producing social change violently would hold more positive attitudes toward this type of violence than members of the population at large. Consequently, in the summer of 1969 we interviewed a small group of students who had been arrested following a disturbance meant to produce social change. The interview schedule was almost identical with one that had been used to survey attitudes toward violence in a representative national sample of American men that same summer (Blumenthal et al., 1972) .
The major hypothesis underlying the study of the students was that participants in the disturbance would show more positive attitudes toward
